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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of invention II in the reply filed on May 21 , 
2008 is acknowledged. 

The Examiner respectfully notes that Examiner Hemant Patel inadvertently 
indicated in the Restriction Requirement that group II contains claims 12-42. In fact, 
claims 25, 26, 28-31 , and 33-42 depend from independent claim 1 , which should be 
indicated as part of group I. Hence, group II only contains the remaining claims 1 2-24, 
27, and 32. Claims 12-24, 27, and 32, therefore, will be examined as they are being 
elected by the Applicant. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings were received on February 17, 2004. These drawings are 
acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, 23, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Pepin et al. (hereinafter "Pepin", US 2004/0160979). 

Regarding claims 12, 23, and 32, Pepin discloses a method of servicing real- 
time communications to a Wireless Local Area Network (WLAN) terminal, comprising: 

receiving incoming and outgoing user communications at a user interface of a 
WLAN terminal (i.e., WLAN terminals 102, 106, 120, and 122. Also see paragraphs 
0033-0035); 

selecting an initial coding scheme from a plurality of supported coding schemes 
with a programmable COder/DECoder (CODEC) (fig. 3, block 306); 

converting incoming user communications from packetized communications and 
outgoing user communications to packetized communications according to the selected 
coding scheme and exchanging packetized communications between a servicing 
Access Point (AP) of the WLAN and the WLAN terminal at a communication quality 
level (paragraphs 0008, 0039-0041. Note: in IP network, voice/data is sampled and 
digitized by the CODEC); 

monitoring the communication quality level between the servicing AP and the 
WLAN terminal to determine the communication quality level delivered between the AP 
and WLAN terminal (fig. 3, blocks, 300, 302, and 304); and 

revising the selected coding scheme from the plurality of supported coding 
schemes based upon the communication quality level delivered between the AP and 
WLAN terminal (fig. 3, block 308). 
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Regarding claim 13, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within claims as 
described above. Pepin also discloses: 

exchanging packetized communications between the WLAN terminal and a far- 
end terminal (i.e., continuous stream transmission. See paragraph 0037); 

monitoring a communication quality level between the WLAN terminal and the 
far-end terminal to determine the communication quality level delivered between the 
WLAN terminal and the far-end terminal (fig. 3, block 300-306); and 

revising the selected coding scheme from the plurality of supported coding 
schemes based upon the communication quality level delivered between the WLAN 
terminal and the far-end terminal (fig. 3, block 308). 

Regarding claim 15, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within claims as 
described above. Pepin also discloses monitoring the latency of a jitter buffer to 
determine the communication quality level between the AP and WLAN terminal, and the 
communication quality level delivered between the WLAN terminal and the far-end 
terminal (paragraphs 0006, 0011). 

Regarding claim 16, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within claims as 
described above. Pepin also discloses interacting with the far-end terminal to revise the 
selected coding scheme (fig. 3 illustrates all the steps of interactions between wireless 
terminals and adjust the coding scheme). 
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Regarding claim 19, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within claims as 
described above. Pepin also discloses wherein the user communications are audio 
communications (paragraph 0004). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 14, 17, 18, 20-22, 24, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pepin et al. (hereinafter "Pepin", US 2004/0160979). 

Regarding claims 14, and 24, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within 
claims as described above. Pepin also discloses two codec types such as G.71 1 and 
G. 723.1 (paragraph 0006). Even though Pepin does not expressly disclose all codec 
types as listed in this claim. However, these codec protocols are known in the art, it is 
obvious and/or well known in the art to utilize one of these codec types to encode data 
for transmission. Hence, the claimed feature is not novel. 
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Regarding claims 17, 18, and 27, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within 
claims as described above. Pepin also discloses monitoring a plurality of APs by the 
wireless terminal and selecting the servicing AP based upon an expected service quality 
level; and wherein monitoring the plurality of APs further comprises: querying at least 
one of the plurality of APs to determine the expected service quality level from the AP; 
and registering with a new servicing AP when the expected service quality level to be 
provided by the new servicing AP exceeds the expected service quality level provided 
by the servicing AP by a predetermined service quality level. 

The Examiner respectfully notes that even though Pepin does not expressly 
disclose the features of claim 17, 18, and 27. However, the features as described 
above are simply known as hand-off or hand-over. One skilled in the art would easily 
conceptualize that once the quality of current serving AP is not as strong as the 
neighboring AP, then the hand-off should be taken place. Hence, these claimed 
features are not novel. 

Regarding claims 20-22, Pepin discloses all limitations recited within claims as 
described above. Pepin also discloses wherein the user communications are video, but 
does not expressly disclose the user communication are audiovisual communications, 
video conferencing communications, and video communications. However, it is obvious 
to one skilled in the art to utilize the method and system as taught by Pepin and transmit 
data other than voice. Hence, this claimed feature is not novel. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WAYNE CAI whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7798. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00 a.m. to 
6:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due M. Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7503. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Wayne Cai/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Due Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



